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ABSTBACT 

Based on the decennial censuses of 1950, 1960, and 
1970, patterns of population change between 1950*60 and 1960*70 are 
analyzed for 0*S* nonmetropolitan incorporated cities and tovns via 
tabular and narrative data* The cities and towns which are analyzed 
range in size froa less than 100 to 50,000 population and, as of 
1970, include over 30 million people or about one*half of the total 
population living outside metropolitan places* For this study, a 
constant geographic boundary is maintained, and the research relates 
to places outside metropolitan are^s as defined in 1963* Variations 
in population growth are examine^d by size groupings and other 
variables such as regional location, presence of an interstate 
highway, distance from a metropolitan central city, and annexation, 
Eesults from both the 1950's and 1960 's indicate that any general 
view of small tovns as dying is grossly inaccurate, for 
nonmetropolitan areas grew in population in 1950-60 and 10X in 
1960-70 (a rate of growth which was less rapid than that of urban 
areas, but more rapid .than that of the nonmetropolitan population^^.- ■ 
outside incorporated places) and while there were growing and 
declining towns in all size classes, only the very smallest of 
village classes experienced population loss more commonly than growth 
between 1960-70* (Author/JC) 
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Abstract 

Patterns of population change between 1950-60 and 1960-70 jre anal>^cd fur U.S. nuninctrupolitan incurpurated 
cities and towns. Ranging m size from less than 100 up to 50,000 population* they inJuded over 30 million people in 
L970> or about one-half of the total population hving..outside tiietropolitan areas. For this study, a constant geo- 
graphic boundary is maintained and the research relates"to places outside metropolitan areas as delined in 1963, 
Variations in population growth are examined by size groupings and other variables such as regional location, presence 
of an interstate highway* distance from a metropolitan central city^an^ annexation. Results from both the l950'sand 
I960's indicate that any general view of small towns as dcehnin^ or dying is giOssJy inaccurate. Places in nonnictro- 
politan aitas grew in population J 4 percent in 1950-60 and 10 percent in 19oO-70^ this rate of growth was Jess rapid 
than the metropolitan sector, but mure rapid than the nonmetrogoJitan population outside incorpoTdted places. There 
were growing and dccUning towns in alJ size classes^ but onl> the ver> smallest of \illage classes witnessed population 
loss more commonly than growth in the 1960-70 decade. 

Key Words: Towns, Nonmeuopolitan population, Population growth. 
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Sumniiiry 



Cuiitijry itj i]K pupul.H anpicsbi«jn of llit; tO50\ juj 
the mjjfjnly of h^^^u^ of less llian 100 up. 
to 50,000 population vi^k nut Jt;t.lmii^g in }X)pul4tion, 
Icl alone (lying. 

The numbci of ^}Ui.<^^ lil i^vunties tluit y^cia iKJnmotro 
J5 of 1963 int.rca&(xl slight!) between 1950 jikI I970> 
\Mth more new plat.es beni^ e^tublislieJ than Ji&itj^or 
|>or<)ting. Altogether, tliey jjtrew in pi^nWjtion J4 pereciU 
thi; first Jcutde anvl 10 percent the se^onvl less upMI> 
tlian (he metro set^tor, biA more iapull> tlun the 
nomiietro popi.il4)tion uutsiJc meorp^iratcJ plaices. Over 
time, a Inciter propurtiun of pianos aie fonml m Ut^\'i 
size Jasscs as a conse^|ueijec of this {growth jniE 23 
plaices havl beeome metro ^enlra] cities by 1970. B> 
1970, the nonmctro incor|x)raievI places luJ o\er 30 
million people, about Iialf the tutal p^ipulaiion li\nig 
ontside metro areas. 

In the I950's, the lai^ier nunnictro plji^es weie more 
likel) than smaller plai^e^ to t^row arnf to baiic more 
rapivl j^uwth. This pattern lesseneJ, liowevei, in (he 
|060's with a vliinimition of rates for larger teniersanJ a 
giowth resurgence of smaller plai-e^, partKulail^ m the 
South aw:i> from (he Atlantic eoust. 

A gmiJ ileal of the giovvth Jiffeiential b> si/e of 
plaice is ifue to (he vei> small pb<.es <injer 1 .000 m si/e. 
Wlien villj^'^s are dassiHed b> si/e,m(ervals of 100, there 
is J regular i,urre^|H>n<ienet! between lait^er si/e elass jnJ 
liigliei average growdi Lip to abou( 700 population foi 
(he UmtevI States and the Noith Central States ovei both 
deeaJes 4mJ fur the S^mth m 1950 60. Above this si/e, 
dijfeieni,es lu \jLiowth rate^^ b^ towii si/i, are mintiTiikl. h^ 
the South over the htest decade, 60 percen( or more of 
the villai^es grew in alt size Jasses, To j^et a better 
understanding of the t;rowth of ineorpv»rated ^enters ni 
their loeal context, the> were subdivided a^u^rdrng (o 
si/e of largest pla^-e m the coutit> as of |060, The 
resmgenee of ^inall town growth iii the Sonth - Aa> from 
(he Atlantic, i,oas( prevatleO regardless of sJ/e of largest 
plaee in the eounty. In the West North Central States, 
this was true for two out of three groupings 4)i,euidiiig to 
size of hrgest place, 

Deeentialization of the pi^mlation was cxamjticd b> 
anUrasting giowtli in 4md out of ineo;purateJ Lehteis 
fur the l^^u deeades and «-oni|>aMng metro with nun 
metro groupings. A de^cntrah/atMi pattern was more 
evident in metiu than iKHimetio areas ovei both (nne 
periods, but there was jiicteasmg deLcntiahzation of 
people ni nonmetn^ ,ireas into ihe open eountr> and 



other umncorpoiateJ tetritt>r> in the I900's compared 
with the I950's, The rate uf deeentrah/^tion in metro 
a;ejs, un the other }ianvl, appeared to have Siuvved down. 
Classification of counties b> distance from a metro 
i^entci sliows that deeentrali/ation trends ^re not hnnted 
to nonnieiro areas that are near a metro Lity, Nor is the 
mereased growth of villages altiibutable only to nietio 
aecess. 

The |>reseni,e of an in(ers(ate highway in a comity 
appcais» on (he surfatc, to stniiulate gtowth^ but more 
notably outside ratfier than mside KorpurateJ tenters. 
For most tategori*:s eOiisulered, however, this growth 
effect Was foumi during or ever) before the early stages 
of interstate umsti Ui,tion ni the t950's as well as in the 
more recent detadt!. Instead of growth oei,urring as a 
result of Ingliway eonstrnetion, it ,ippcars that mter- 
siates have generally been built along traffie corridors 
eorrc^pondmg toexisting |H>pulation growth patterns. 

Most population growth by nonin'uro uties isaceoni- 
plished through annexation of surrounding umiieor- 
pi>rjtod settlement, Thns, two-tliirJs of the growth of 
ineorporated places over 2,500 for tlie 1950-60 period 
was in territory annexed after 1050, Tins was trtic of 90 
perLcnt.of yowlh during 1960-70, Population deiistty 
^frithin pre-existing uty hunts tends uot to merease. Only 
m the Nottlie4)st is annexation r,ot an almost imiveisa^ 
means of ic^jpturn^ population gro\vth- today, 
Atthoiigli antiexation by places over 2,500 ^as more 
prevalent in the than in the l95o's, the average 

nuinbei of people annexed waS'Snulter, This was 
i,onsistem with the h>wei levels of mban gfo^/^th Jiirmg 
the latter period. 

The structnic of small town [x)pulation dmiige is not 
simple. It IS affeeted by size of town, loi^atjoii with 
respcLt to otliei towns, regional ioeatjon, annexation 
polieies> highway developments^ and a variety of Clo- 
nomiL and social factors not considered in this study, 
Tlicie arc growing and deJining towns m all size (.lasses, 
bu( only the very ^iitdllcst t^lass of vill-jges had |X)pula 
tion loss more often than growth n the List two deeades. 

Substantial differaices between the population 
Jiangc patterns of towns m tliL l^(>0's i,k^n>paiej with 
the I950's have been notJtcO only m retios|XLl, They 
were not sensed dtirnig the tune they were ot^t^urring. 
They give evidence that the pattern of population 
i^haitge m iionmetro lowii^ is liigtii) Jyiiaime, both m 
eoniparisoii with national Jiangc and in regard to the 
relation of liiwns to their Imnerlaiids, 
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Introduction 



Tlio U.S. |X)piilalion. .iitta>s j^rowini; iiibcit unevenly 
f>vcr pans of ihe counif>. has histf>rkj)ly ^tioun m^rA 
rupid i^Towlh in unci ^rounJ metropolitan (me(ro) ciUcb. 
Coiieern over rurul-to urf);]n inlgraUon with il$ cftrre- 
sponJing urban erowJing anj Jeix^piitation of niral 
are:)!^ Iius led to propo^uls for national anJ Stule |x>1ictes 
to slow or reverse sndi ircntis (/, 21^ 22, 6)} Rtiral 
development progriinis sMPI>or'<?tJ h\ Federal and Slale 
governments have been justified in pa'ri by the need to 
niter patterns of population t;han^e (see, for example, 

Ana]>!ris of ctirreni tionnit:tro|H)liMn (lumnfetro) 
p<>puIation trends iua\ make a ust^fnl t;ontribiUioii ti> 
rural dOwlopmom pbiiiiin£> Liiid action as well as to 
effoits to i;oiisideT overall policies and jirograms affei;i- 
ing popnlnlion distribution. 

This study explores an important segment of the 
nonmeiro population its incorporated uties and 
tfnvns-aiid extends previous v/ork on the subject (iO^ 
//, 12) These piai;c^, which serve as employment 
i;cnt$rs ami provide goods and services fur vasi areas, 
contain ahuut hatr of tht; population living outside 
metro areas, and jnchidc tc^wns varying m ^l/e from 
fewer than 100 up to 50,000 people. The tnani focus is 
the pattern of population change for such piat;es 
between l*)5O-60 and [^J60-70 (data in tins report are 
nascd on the decennial censuses of 1950, l*)60, and 
1970). 

For 100 jears at least, there has been cnnsidcrahk 
concern about the fate of the declining village or very 
small town bypassed by trjde routes or hidusiry (A»r 
example, 18, 8, 13, 10). Many of Uie smallest places are 
uniticorporare<t anil not separately tdentified in the 
census For the others, it \% im|>ortaiu to note recent 
trends in popnlation ^i/e by geographic hicatifins Asa 
start, ihh will siiow that the word ^'declining" is nol a 
nca*ssary inodifiei of tlie words "vittagc'' or "small 
town/' [n fact, analysis revcahan unexpected upturn of 
growth in some |>arts i4 tfie country. 

To some exteni, the widespread reptitaMv>n of smjil 
towns ns dying may represent an impresMon frf)ni their 



' thtici^cd numerals m p.krctnhc%'srt:f<;rto laercikes i>ti p. t6. 



bui^ine^^ tiend^. Johan.seii {16} has .shown that, Ironi 
1950 to 1970, nomnetio iyj\vn.s f>l fewer than 2,500 
people had an tiveiagu dejinc of nearly a tlurd m the 
nunibci f>f toinumer bnsines;^ estjblisliments. Such 
lo!^!M,'s have a viMble unpatt on the phvsieal fubrie ol 
town;^. Yef, the same .places mcicasid in [xipnlation by 
im average of ouc ntnth. Thu^, resnlehtud fnnetions of 
smaller mniinetio towib are seen tf> havt^ taken a 
Lontraiy overall tour^.' fr^nn their hnsiitess tnnctions, 
Bu^ittcss deJnie df>e!^ tu>t pret.inde {Population grfwth in 
an era when there are more retired poo|)le and a greater 
prfipensity to li\e m one j^fa^e and work m another. 

Largei nf>nmctro nicorpoialod cUiesaie tyj^ieully the 
major trafle and manuraetuniig centers in then area^ 
unie>s they are dfunmatod by a iiearby metro city. Some 
are m the jiHK'ess of becoming tnctro cities^ by growing 
to exceed the cruerion of 50,000 jiopuladim set by the 
Federal Government lo deteriiune metro status. Other 
nonnietro cities aie fledmtng and many show evidence 
of vleecnt rah/at 1011, A nuinbei of i\mc ciHes may |>lay 
an nnjportant role m rural development efforts thiough 
the so callcd "gr^>wth center strategy'' of eticouraguig 
growth in an aiea through incentives to larger centers {4. 
7, N, 151 

a pioper bai^is (oi study of growth over the last 
decade, towns are studied that were not m Standard 
MetrofH^litju Statistical Areas (SMSA) m 1963.' This is 
the date when the l^ureau of the Budget cM>mpleted tts 
revision ^^f SMSA bonndaiics based on the data o\ the 
I960 cetisus. County et|uiva[cnls of SMSA's are used lor 
the ntetio-noumetio distinclioti m New Lngland in order 
to make data for ihis region consistent witii the rest ol 
tlic Cf>untry. 

Since the 1963 delinition is uscti, cilicsand towns are 
treated as noiiiiieiro tfial suhi^e^iuenlly were clasi^ified as 
inetrf> after ihe 1970 census because o( their giowlli 
duiing ihe prior decade. On the other hand, although we 
deal alsff with the l950 tK) decade, places ni connties 
tliat became metro between 1950 and 1963 are 
excluded. As a coiise<]uence, lurgei iionmetro place;^ do 



'An SMSA )\ ^ i;oimiy or ^riKip of amnguoiK couiuic^ 
(CHiiiu m Nijw lu(!i:ljmll contJUninj^ jt teasi unc central tUy nt 
olJier urbiitk JUtf Icik wilh dt JCtisi 50.0UU {K'tiple 
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iK>t show .IS faptd J i:iov\tli mi iIjc P>50\ in ilio 

J^v^iJo bc^jinc liictTo bcl\ifc 1%.^. Tlif aJ\aTU.i(.v oi j 
con^iJi^^ iJ.iOiifa[>hJ», Nmn^!ai> outv^ciJis JusiJvanUiic.s 

Cliniijuc in NmnlKT of Places 

ii\th of the ttiLil ptJ^nilahv^ii Tlicx* places ar^ tlas^ificJ 
h\ stK^ ublo 1 l*)^0. l^t>0. ami 10"0, Tlicrc it. a 
jiradtul iiickMbC 111 tlic Tiuiiibcr <t\ pl.KtsoVcr [in]< Thb 
IS tfuO lor ovCf> ii/c ^[tnip anU u\cr t"\or\ JctaJ^' witli 
oiiK two o\^L|nJOiK Sniiilailv. ]>>pulattoii ihc^c 
ixMiIor^ lus irKfOa^ciJ cucpt lliv^ inulcf -500 iljsi* 
trihoih JcuJcwiiJ Uic 50O-^>*)*> Jas. i-\or mO tiO T!ic 
j\eu2c pipuUtiuTi t>t/o for t!u' uruloF 500 t^ruup (l^utiut 
h> tlJ\Kliii^ llic pv"pkilatj(iii h\ ifiv nurubct of plac^^^) 



bhown b> thc^c problems tii oiii view. In :i sc'j^rc^ 
ubwlatMi (tjbk 4). (lopoUhon lIuii^c i^llcrhs arc 
^uiHrask'J loi iikor|K>ij(cJ pla^c^ ii^iii^ ittc iioiintciro 
JeM^iialionsot 1950. l<)6.^.jnJ l<)70. 

;nul Population by Si/c Group 

oii the oilier luikl, cxd^hJnhJi ilio^c 1^>7G iltjl grow t(> 
50.000. tucrcasoj l"roti/K^>84 \o 2.218 lo :..^I0. In 
iliort, lablo I repeals a prtKCs^ of Lonimuinj: Mrluin^^- 
tioiu ^vah trkrcjMH^ nuinbt^rs uf tcntcr^aiij [X)puhtK>n 
ai^l HKrcjsntLi a^cN^o ^i/c of p]j^t\ Moicovcr^ 23 pb^cs 
gFcv\ to [>oi:uiiic niclio ccnirul cUios b> 1970. 

Tlio nature vil the (.liaiii-cs takm^ plate troni OcciUe 
to (.icLa^ic IS ^lLo\\n inoio ^Icailv ui table 2- a coiiicr 
^rovts oi Jo*.lints Jii [lopuljiioii, tt ma} ^liifl Irom one 
^i/c tiasb lu anotlicf . AWk Tks\ placO:^ aie aJJeJ ui eadi 
t^ci^ib aikl othcrb (irc ilroppoJ bccaii^c of ^oiisoltOaiton 
Of Jisiiiun[ioratu'iU l or hoih UccjJcb, sliilts between 
M/e Jj^sv:^ KSnlleJ n) j itct lo^ K^t die twn ^niallest Si/.c 



Tal>lo I \un»liCr and popubtton of noann.*tro iOtor isoratt^l places hj^ sja\ 1950. I%0, ami 1970' 
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^ Indudos JropoMls K'luccn 1951^60 jnd l9f>0-"0 Nonmvtro yUxus a,s 1963 



Table 2-ClMh^i! in tho itumhcr of noiiii>cuo phcos by si/c. 1950-60 and 1960*70 
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Uvw Itian 50<J . . . 
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classes and a net gain for ilie larger classes (tabic 2). A 
breakdown of the nel slijfl (t;olumii 2) rev^^alcd that 
niosl sliiris-74 percent ow I%0'70 and 70 pcrcciil 
over i 950 '60 --Were due to growth of a place from a 
smellier to a larger size t;lass. Table 2 also shows liiat 
ilfoponts and new places arc* predominantly hi the 
smaller size dasscs, with the latter considerably im>re 
numerous than the tbmier, thus contributing to ihenel 
growl h of cenUrs setin in table I , 

This analysis suggests thai there are i\^o ways^^o look 
al growth in the context of size dasses. Table ' 
indicaied stability or decline over a decade in several of 
the smaller size classes, but table 2 revealed ihts was duo 
in large pari lo centers growing: out of a class and not 
being replat;ed. Dala on the growth of si/e classes, then, 
should be supplemented by data on plaa.'s t;lassified b>^ 
inllial size and followed over j de^^jde, regjidlos^ of iheir 
class at the end of the period (see table 3), Wuh one 
exception, the percentage Uiange of i^iaccs by uniial s»/e 
is c<|ual 10 or larger than the percentage diange by dass, 
reflecting the net shift of places up tlie si?,e hierardiy. 

In cotnparing 1950-60 with 1960-70, we see that in 
both decades larger si/e groups have larger population 
diange figures, but growlh differentials among si/e 
groups were much lower in the laller decade. This is due 
to a dedine in the rale of growlh of larger places and, 
|)erli3ps unexpcclcdly, an increase in the rale of growiii 
for smaller places. 

Because the 196.'^ metro distmcijon is used here, 
places m counties thai became metro between 1950 and 
1963 sire excluded. If ihey are included in the group 
ebssed by sl/e in 1950 (table 3, colunm 2), the {>ercein 
change figures for the 1950-60 decade are all larger: 
from the smallest to largest st/e group, the percentages 
are 3, II, 14, 19, and 22. The fact that places 2,500 to, ' 
10,000 m 1950 grew 17 percent and places over 10,000 
grew less tiian that (15 |)ercent) in table J is thus seen to 



Tabk 3-Changc in population ornonitK^tro tmvns by 
and iniiid sizd950^0 and 1960-70' 
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10,000-49,999 
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1,000-2,^99 , , 
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12 
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9 


500-999 , . . , 


4 


8 


3 


9 


Less thin 500 . 


1 


1 


■1 


5 



* Poptilahoh change by si7u class H iha change in number of 
p^^rsons foumi to be living wiihin a given size dass of towns at 
two dirrc^tcnt dals*^. tlie <owiis st>riipnsing ibe class niay cbang(^, 
Poptilaiion c1iaiij|;(^ in pbc^s by imital size stiov\'s ilie chan^ 
wiiliin «t s^ivcn set of towns grouped by tl^^ir population at tlie 
bot^inniiig of ihc period. The places comprising tlje group jeniain 
Identical, ■ 



be due , to the fact thai some rapidly growing larger 
piaffes grew to mel ro status. 

The effeet of different tnetro definilions is shown 
further in table 4, This table gives ihe a^gregale 
pt^ptdation change for places classed by Initial size 
according to the nonnietro defuutions of 1950^ 1963, 
and 1970, The rale of growlh is the same or lowered for 
each succeeding definiijoii, indicatuig again that, over 
time, rapidly growing nonnietro places a,''e successively 
dr^iwn out of this nmverse by their shift to metro status. 

This is seen tiu>re dearly by comjiarin^ cohuims 3, 4, 
and 5 of table 4 which represent a timtualiy exclusive 
division of the places that have been tionnietro since 
1^)50, Colutnn 3, noninetro ni 1970^ is in fact the places 
that were noninetro in all three tntiu (periods. This 



Ta tile 4 -Change in popufajion of nannietro plaecsby iniriat si^e^ 1950-60 and 1960-70, 
and iianniciro designations of 1950, 1963^ ai^d f970 



[>ecadi'and ininat 
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column plus column 4 rcprcsciils places which were 
nonmcUo iii 1063 ant) ihus includcJ in our universe, 
whereas llic lasl column consists of places titai bc^,aiiic 
ineiro by 1963, Again, ihcrc is generally an orderly 
progression of percent increases from lefl lo rigliL willi 
pbces becoinrng mclro e.irliet showing ihe highest 
growlh. 



Despiie ihe facl ilui in^^orporalciJ ^^cnlcr;^ moving out 
of nontnetro statu;^ IciiJ lo^row much more tapiJly 
tlian ihosc that Jo nol show tim^,h tiiovenieiil, u 
\»mparisim of ^,\)tuiiiiis 2 jiuI 3 of lable 4 itiJr^^ates lhal 
al leasi wjajj rcgarJ lo .iggrcgalc growth, ihc res^u;^ of 
tins slud}WvotiliJ have been lillle different had wc lu^cd 
ihc 1970 iionmciro derinilion. 



Growth and Decline of Cities and Tow^us 



In addilion lo considering the aggreg^ile grO^vlh of 
groups of cilies and lowns. il Is imporlanl lo compaie 
growlh irends wilh the ph^,e as ihe unil of analysis, Foi 
ihis purpose, ilic per^,^ni of change in populalion hai 
been computed for every place ov^r each of ihe Iwo 
decades. Comparisons are then made eilher of disliibu- 
lion of places by percentage cliangc or of the proporliuii 
of places growing among various size and localioii 
groupings. 

The detailed disirlbution of places by percentage 
cliange in 1950-60 and 1960-70 is given in lable 5 for 
pta\,es grouped by size al ihe beginning of the df^cade 
Tlie rcsulls are consisient wilh the aggregate analysis in 
lable 3, In general, larger places are more likely lo be 
jbund in the lugher percentage change columns. Differ 
^jnces by initial size are less in 1960-70 than in 1950 60, 
liovvever, wilh larger places tending lo show lower rales 
of growth In the I960's llian in ihe l^50*s and smaller 
places showing higlier r; ics of growlh in ihe I960 s, 
, ^.^For both decades^ piaces initially under 500 p<^f^nla 
lion fire particularly noteworthy in lhai over one l:alf 
declined in population and one tlurd <lc^,Unexl more than 
10 percent. Since the differeuLe between the disiribu- 



lion of ihi!^ gfoup and the uexl one l:> the largei^t of any 
two .idjacent groups lor cilhei de^,ade. il is ^,lear ihai 
iuu^,h of the vaiiation of growlh by ^/e is found among 
stnaller pla^,es under I ^000. To exannue Ihi;^ relattoni^hip 
m more detail, we have giaphcil (fig. 1) the proportion 
of pla^,c:^gro>ving and the |>ioporlion growing 15 pvr^,enl 
oi more for places of fewer than 1,000 people grouped 
by intervals of 100 initial populalion si^,e. 

For the entire Nation, there isa rather steep, regular 
in^,rease m the proportion of |ilat.e!^ growings from tiiilial 
size of fewer than 100 up to dbuul 700 800. Tlie lines 
for both de^,adcs are appTo,\inulel> parallel np to about 
500 m si/e, with the line for 1960*70 uhoul 6 or 7 
percentage point;^ abovo ihal for 1950 60. Othei &e^,lion& 
of this chart show the sllii<ition in the North Central 
and South census regions. Tliere ure loo few places in 
Ihe Northeast and West for separate consideration. The 
North Central States show a sliglitly steeper slope than 
Ihe United Stales as a whole, primarily because the pro- 
portion of very small places growing is less in that 
region. The line for the 1960*70 decade is only slightly 
above that fot 1950-60 though Ihe two are parallel as 
with the total United States, It is essentially tn the North 



T3ble5-Di£tribu1ion of nonmetro places by percentage ehange in popuhlion and initial £i/o. 1 950^0 and I960>7Q 









Disirlbution of plaecs by perecnt chanf^e 
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Central Stales, wticrc there arc lionjrcjs of vcr> small 
incorportilcd places, that ihc noiion of *M>ing'* miuU 
lowns comes closest to reality. 

Rcsolts for the Sooili ;]rc most interesting. For 
1^50-60, the slope is ratlier like tlut for the eiitin^ 
United States e\^,ept tlut one lulf ijf the |>1a^,es uiijii 
100 grew in tlie South compaiej to oiie-thiiil for the 
Uniiod State;*, Tlie paitein Tot 196070, howevei, i^* 
quite diffeteiit. The line h jlimisi tu>ii/oiitaK ilic 
j>ro|>uriton ^lowinj^ foi groups of place;^ itnJei 700 in 
I960 wj!^ ^,imiixiijiivel> Iii^i Jiij (unfiiriii, un^iii^ futin 
58 to 6? percent, Mo^t icsur^cnce of ^lowth in vei> 
siiull places appeal!^ lo b^ivc ijken phke iii the Suu^h, 

Acijorclmg lo the bottom lines uf fignre JrVapiJ 
growih appears to be less associaieil with initial &i£jC foi 
these small places than ihc |)crccnt growing. In each 
graph, tlie proportion of places growing more th;m 15 
percent has not shown niuUi variation by initial st/e, In 
tlic South, however^ ther<; is a pattern snnilar to ttiat fot 
the peicent growing, wiih some association by m/c in the 
1950 sbot essentially none m the I960^s, 

Regional variation m growih patterns foi ;)ll places 
shown III figore 1 1 lere the proportion of pla^jc^ growmj^t 
IS grapheJ by mitul sue for both JcxaJei^seiKiraiely tor 
the f*^rthcast aiij West, aiul two cenj^n;^ Jivii^ioti^ of the 
North Central State*^ jnj the three Jivisiotis of the 
Sooth, (The iimnbcj of nuorporateJ places is too small 
to permit sc|xirate consiJeratiou of the two Jj\isioii^ hi 
the Northeast ami the iwd m the West. For coiwentence, 
these census regions will be referreJ to as ^'UiviMotis" 
here along with the others Jis^.u:^iiig the durts.) 

For the entire Nation, the positive association be 
tween initial st/e anJ pcrLeiit of places growing i^vlearl> 
evtdeiit for the 1^50-60 peiioJ aiiJ i*^ reJuceJ for 
1960- "'O Willi the J^Jchne m the proi)ortion of larger 
plaees growing and the iiK'rease in the pro]H)rtion of 
sinaUer plaees growing, A smnlur positive jssi^ciatioii js 
found in all divisions except the Northeast in 1950-60, 
but in the niore recent JeeaJe <uily i;i tJie Wesi atij Wei^t - 
North Central States, Among divisions, it is omformly 
true that pliices over 2.500 were less likely to grtiw m 
the most recent cle^^aje than m the 1950s, Snialler 
plaees under !,000 were shgfitly more likely to grow ui 
the I960^s III West North Central States and. consider- 
,ably more so m the bast South Central and West South 
Central States (roughly the South away from the 
AtlantiL seaboard). The shift between de^ade*^ for ihe 
West South Central moi^i dramatic, the hue of 
a>st»Ljation between ^i/e and g:oVk'h foi 1^)50-60 i;^ 
apjiroxiniaiely a 45 desire e angle ^.lU lui 1960 70 it 
almost hori/otiial 

To get J better undeistandiiig of ihv t:j<jwth uf 
mcor|>oiaied pla^^e;^ m then UkA vt^jiieM, wl ^,L]>^itied 
town;^ accordmg to tlie !^i/e of the lai^^^t pta^e m the 
county a^ uf 1^60, The pii>piition giowin^: b> decade, 
initial si/e, and si/c ot hf^ir^i vomiiiunity (iiver 10,000, 

M 



2,500 to 10,000, and uiidei 2,500) i!^^\en tii figure 3. 
Hlc Hrsi row of gtaphs give;^ le^ult;^ by divisiori for 
pbces III couiiites liavtng a eeiiier iJ^er 10,000 in 1^60. 
Ill all divii^lon;^, theie wjs a decliiK' in the |)ropoitioti of 
pla^,es growiiii; ni the 1^)60';^ cuin|>aied with the 1^50';^, 
not only foi ^.cnter;^ of 10,000 aiiU up hut also for thoM: 
of 2,500 to 10,000 peo[ile. In the Wei^i Nmih Centi,d, 
£a*^i Sooth Central, jnd We*^i South Central division;^, 
theie vvas an inciease in tile |)ro|>oition of place;^ growing 
III Ihc three ^.las^e;^ onder 1,000, This pattern of 
differential giowth ^tggei^t;^ !^ubuihjiii/jhou auuiiid the 
larger iioimietrj ^^iiie;^, Siuh i^uburbaia/aiion may iioi 
result in UKiea^xl chance's of growth foi plat^e^ of 2,500 
to 10,000 pcviple in voonties liaving a u;nter ovei 10,000 
because of itie comparatively high density of su^,li 
plaees. R>r example, it ean be s1u>\mi inSoutti Dakota 
one of ilie few States whe;c ilie area of all towns is 
available for 1960 thai towns of 2,500 to 10,000 
people had an aver,ige of 2,741 t^ople per siiuare mile. 
SuJi density does not |)crimi iiiueli further growth 
without aiiiiexatioii. But smaller towns are eompara 
lively more S|>aeious. Those of 1,000 to 2,500 popula 
tiou had only lialf as much density (1J46 per square 
mile) and those of onder 1,000 population were only a 
fifth as densely settled (554 per Stiuare mile). Thus more 
of their growth can occur witlon Q:K^iitg town hound 
aries without spilling over into utniicOi|x)raied territory. 

The ^ecOnd row of graphic give^ gruwth iMtterns for 
places m countie;^ with largest center;^ of 2,500 to 
10,000 people m I960, In ci^mpanng 1^60-70 to 
1^)50-60, theie isgeneially a decline m the ptoportion of 
thuse 2,500 10 10,000 tliat are growing tid in the 
piuportioii of places 1,000 to 2,500 gr^iwuig js well, 
except in the tla^t South Central and Wei^t Suuth Central 
States, Witlilii tins county gruup. llie^e two divisions 
bliow an iiicreaM:^d proportion uf places growing m all 
three si^' categories under 2^00, 

Turning now to iiieor|X)rated towns in cooiities with 
largest plaee less tlian 2,500 in 1^60 (the third row of 
fig, 3), we see that in the West North Central, Oast Sooth 
Central, and West South Central divisions, all si/e 
categories had a Ivigher proportion growing in the 
l%0-70 peiiod, h; amirast, the prup<irtton growing w;]s 
uniformly lower in the bttei decide in the West, In 
other divisions, the |Xiitein isinixetl, ^ 

The ic^urgc ut !^mall town gruwth *^Im^v the 

eaihef figuie f-'r the WeM Sooth Cciit;al and the llasl 
South Ceiitial Stafc;^ thu«^ pievaih K uaidte*^!^ of the :^/e 
of laigci^i plt^ce in the cou:ity, Ih tlie We^t N^irtli Central 
States, this is true for eo*!, es with laigest places under 

2,500 and ^ver 10,000. Tht^ giowth |>atter ciHiiitie!^ 

with lar^ci placc^ ^ot:ge^t^ buhuthjm/atK^tt <ouuiid majur 
nuniuetiii tcntei!^, I^ui. eviJeuil> iiioie ihau thii^i^^nng 
itu m thc^c thn-e divi^iuti> with t{ic iiujca\t;d {frowthuf 
i^mall place;^ in more inral uiunties 
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PERCENT OF NONMETRO PLACES GROWING 
BY SIZE OF PLACE AND DIVISION 
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PERCENT OF NONMETRO PLACESJ3R0WING BY SIZE OF PLACE, 
SIZE OF LARGEST PLACE IN COUNTY, AND DIVISION 
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Growth in aiul Out of Incorporated Places 



Soiiio of ihc gro^vih palienis rovicwod so far sn^rgcsl j 
^ccemralizing Irotid in ntaity soclkm": of the cuutilry. To 

one step farther in consjJcrinj* lliis process, conmios 
were classificil by size of largest ^conimnnily ami the 
lotal and incor|>oralcd placo tK^pulnlionsworo oblaineU. 
Tlien. I>y subtraction, ihc iH^piifation living uni^kle 
jna>rponied places in 1*^50. J%0. and h)70 wjs 
^elerniiiictl. 

Table 6i|[ivet> the pcuent change of population ui .n^d 
ont of incorpor:]tod places for 1950-60 ;ind 1960-70b> 
sij^jc of brgesl c<^innnnut> in the count> and \Iivtstoii ol' 
the cotiiitr}'. For a given catogor> in thts table* ihe 
number of places is constant over eaoli decado. As a 
consequence* llie population of new pla^^o^ firsi teptjrteJ 
in I %0 is considered to be otitside in*.orporjted centers 
in the 1950-60 computations bnt is itidudod for 
l%0*70. Similarly, the |K)pnlation of new places in 
1970 is contiied outside incorporatcti places in U>th the 
1950-60 utiii 1960-70 figures. Tlie centers Uisjncorpo- 
ratcd after 1950 have nol been considered as part of the 
place popiilaiion at any time. 

Tins table gives ^ome evidence of dccH:ntrahjCation* 
|>anicularly around centersof more ilian 10.000 |K)ptila« 
tion. For the United States as a whole, in coimtieswith 
largest place over 10.000. the pi>i>iilatiou outside incor- 
porated places IS growing more r;ipidly ihan the popnla^ 
tion livinji in iiieorporaled centers over ihe 1960-70 
decade* though tins was not true m 1950-60. Among 
divisions, a similar transition was found m llie Si>ii:h 
Atlantic States, whereas tn ilie Northeast and I:ast North 
Central divisions outside areas were grov/in^ more 
rapidly titan cilies over both decades. In the Nonlwast* 
v/hcre little annexation of new territory by citK's is 
|x>ssible* the population outside of places tifew niftre 
rapidly tluin the population in places over U>th Uecades 
in ihe other two county groupings as well. 

Fnrther indication of ^f)w;h changes amsisteiit wnh 
decent rah /at ion is found b> comportng the rate^ o\' 
growth fnttside incorporated centers ff)r the two decades 

Distance from 

Nunnietii> America is not aa isi>tated ent]t>. Rather. 
II IS integrated wiih The !f>'steni of targe urban centers 
spread over Uie land. There is a long tradition f>l research 
siiowing a v:iriety of sociztl and econonuc v.iriabks io be 
ass<iciated with distance from a metro center. Certainly, 
ihe spread of |H)pulatiiMi out from the jiietrupohs 
^ngiise'^ts that mninietro growth differentials inighi be 
explained m part by nearncs;^ tf) a ).irge city. In (able 7. 
the grf^wib of po|Vii|ation in and out of iiici)r]x>ratcd 
places i;^ |!iven by si/e ol htr^^cst place in the c<mnty 
c rosy classified by distance from the center of ihe 
c<miil> to the nearest nietTo central city, hi ih-* 1950%. 
the most rapid place tzrf^wth was loniift m umntic^ wiih 
places over 10*000 and more than 100 miles from a metro 



and similarly the rates of growth mside incorporated 
center;^. For llie three gronpings b> si/e of largesi 
community, wiihin divisions, there are only two seg- 
ments in which the rate of population growth outside 
incoriv>rate<l cenlers dul noi increase (or ttie rate of 
decline slacken) in the |970*s than in the I960's- In 
contrasl^ for all divisions* the rale of growth was lessm 
th;.' second decade for tlie popntatton in iiicor|H>raled 
centers localed in comities with the laii>est place over 
10,000* Most divistoti!^ showed an increase !P the rate of 
growth (or less decline)* however* for the mcorporated 
place popnlalLon in counties with largest place under 
2.500, This was also true in two southern divisions for 
LOontie<i with Lirgest pla*.es 2*500 to 10*000. But for all 
these segments, the differeiKC m place growth between 
1950-60 and 1960-70 was less than the corresponding 
difference: for the po|)iilation outside iiieor|>orated 
cH:iUers* 

Metro figuics are included for com|>arison m table 6. 
Metro growth outside itKorporateJ phtccs is consider* 
ably above tliat for nonmetro segmenis fwer both 
decades in ihe Nation. Crowih outside places is only 
oiic-lialf as large In the I960*s as in the I950*s in metro 
areas* however* whereas for iionnieirf> areas, tlie popula* 
tion outside mcor|X>rated pkiccs did not change in the 
I950*s but grew 6 percent in the 1960*s, Among the 
divisions* only in Ihe West South Centra] was growth 
outside incorporated cetners in nwtro areas tiighcr in the 
|960's than the 1950' s. No divisions bad an increase in 
pcrcH:nt change of populatuui inside ii]coriH>rated centers 
in the laier decade. Yet, for the nonmetro sector, only in 
the JA'est wiis growih oniside iiicor|>orated places mt 
higher (or decline less) in the second decade. To 
siinnnari^e* a decentralizing pattern of population 
cliatige is mure evident iu metro thin nonmetro areas 
over boih time periods. But. there is iticrcasiiig decen^ 
tralization in nonmetro arca;^ when the t96D decade* 
Jiaracterued l>> slower national growth. t$ compared 
with the ]950\. In contrai^t* the rate of dceentralij'^tioii 
in i'nei|0 areas appeals to have slowed, 

:t .Metro Center 

central city. This "^uggest;^ competitive advantage for 
middle-si/e cities if they are reioote fr^mi metro cH:nters. 
IJ> the however* pUce^ in cuunlies with cities 

over 10*000 were growing less rapidly everywhcic 
.iboKt 10 percent m all three fli<;taiice tones. 

The evidence o( decentrah/aiion* discussed in eon- 
ncvtiun with previoii.s tjhle;^, i;^ i^trongest here within 50 
iniles ol metro v^^uter;^, but is imi linuied to iliK distance 
cjiegory. Williin 50 miles, grfiwth outside of placH:s is 
^eater than incorporated venter grf^wth in the 1960-/0 
|>cnud. lilscwhere* growth outside centers is greaier or 
decline is Icss m the |960's tlian in the I950's. except 
for counties with largest place over 10*000 and more 
than 100 miles away front a lUciro center. 
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Tabic 6-Gi3ngc of populaiion in anJ out of incor|K)t3tcJ places by nioiru siaitis of couni> and iniiini 
sUcof taigest nonhitj^lro pl^tcVf Uniicil St^ttcs^tnilJivisiuns, 1950-60 £tiul 1960-70 



Area, niciro staiii^^, 


195(H>0 


190070 














and imual of br^M 




Insiitc 


OUtsKk- 




Inside 


OutMdtf 


noninoiro pla^c in comit> 


Total 


in^,orporaicd 




lotal 


liikUl por.it OJ 


m^,or|H>Tai<il 






platVs 


plaws 




placc^- 


phcc^. 














UnttcJ bt4ks 
















26 


IS 


52 


16 


] J 


26 






14 




ft 


10 


6 


Size ofbijicsl pLiCc 
















16 


18 


1 J 


1 i 


tl 


14 


>50a9,999..* 




10 




4 


$ 


1 


Ussliun 2iOO , 




ft 


■•V 








Nor ihcasi 














MtiTo cottniic^ 


13 


I 


55 


9 


1 


30 


Nonniclro cotinncs 


12 


5 




1 2 




21 


Strc of Lirp!st ptac'C 














10,000 or moitf ..." 


15 


6 






2 


25 


2,500^9,999 :■. . . 


4 


2 




7 


1 




Usi llun 2.500 




1 




1 ^ 




17 


Norlh Ccnirjl 














Metro couniics ^ . . . 


24 . 


18 


5.1 


. 13 


11 


20 


Noiiniciro couniKS . 


5 


9 




4 


7 




Si/A' oflarjittii pla^x* 














10,000 or more 


13 


14 


i I 




9 


8 


3,50^9,999 


'> 


7 




2 


■5 


■2 


Lew i^ian 2.500 


-6 




-to 




1 


<^ 
















Mctio cotinlic> 


24 


17 


5J 


13 


U 


20 


Nonniclro coitniic'i 


9 


10 


Q 
(I 






9 


Size of hrjicsi pla^v 
















N 


12 


1 T 
J / 


1 U 


9 


11 


2,500 9,999 


5 


7 




l> 


6 


6 


Less llun 2iOO 


,2 


2 


1 

-4 


D 




g 


Wc^i fsortlk (. cntral 














Mclro couniicv 


24 


IK 


56 


14 


13 


20 


Nonnwiro tx^uniic;^ 




9 


ft 






-8 


Siw of laij;csi place 














10,000 or nwrv 


10 


15 


■1 


/ 


10 


1 


2,50O-9,9?9 


■2 


6 


JO 


*> 


4 


-11 


Lass ilidn 2^00 


•8 




"1 ^ 




5 


-10 


Sou ih 














Mciro countU^ 




34 


Jo 


-> t 


21 


24 


Nonikiciro counties 


3 


19 


■7 


"l 


|2 


J 


$iw orijrjitrsi pbcc 














10,000 or niorc 


14 


25 


3 




12 


1 1 


2,500-9.999 


■3 


14 


-II 


5 


13 




Uvt tlun 2.500 , . . 




7 


41 


2 


13 


1 


South Ait;)nijc 














Mcuo u>uniios ... 


411 


29 






21 


32 


NonmctTo couniic^' 


^) 


2iP 




It 


11 


10 


Si/c oflai^csi plaice 














10.000 t>r more . 


20 


2^ 


ir» 




12 


19 


2,500-9,999 


} 


n 




7 


211 




Oun 2^00 .... 








2 


.10 


2 

















r 



( oniinucd 



o 

ERIC 



Tabic 6-Oian£c of population in and chii of interpolated places by metro slalusof county and iriittal 
size of laigv^l nonnicUo place, Unit^ Stales atul divisions, 1950^60 and 196Q-70-conlinucd 



Area, niclfo^!3tii^. 


1950 60 


1960-70 














and irtttial size of tar^c^t 




Im^kIc 


O-Jlsidc 




Inside 


Oiilstdi- 


noninclfo ptai'c in oounly 


Total 


rnt^ofporjicu 


tni^orporutcd 


1oial 


rncoTporitio<l 


ijicorporatc<l 






p1.it>;\ 


l>lac>;s 




placvs 


pUCV!( 






— 


Ftrccnt 






t^t South Ci-nUal 




y^rf. '20 










Metro counties 


21 


24 




20 


-n 




■J 


20 


■lA 


3 


16 


4 


Sizo of )af{^cst placc_ 














IO,OOU ot nioft; ....... - 


8 


25 




8 


13 


2 




■7 


U 


■IS 


2 


30 


-7 




-1 1 


13 


■15 


-1 




-6 


Wc^i Sou til Central 
















37 


46 




31 


31 


25 




-1 


17 


■l(> 


5 


12 


,2 


- Si7i'oflari»cst place 
















9 


35 


■12 


7 


12 


,2 




■7 


It 


19 


4 


II 


-3 


Less than 3.500 


-1 1 


2 


■15 


3 


13 




















49 


42 


65 


28 




38 


Nonnictro t;otintic^ 


19 


24 


14 


14 


17 


13 


Si/c oriaT^<M i^lat;^ 
















2ft 


32 


23 


19 


22 


15 


3,500-9.999 


IQ 


15 




8 


H 


H 


LC'.s lhji> 3^00 


-1 


2 


-3 


5 


2 


6 



Tabic 7 -Change or population in and out of incorporated nonnictro places* by distance from a metro 
central dty an<l inittal sifc of largest place m county, 195^0 and 1960-70 



Distance timl 


1950^0 


l%0-7*l 














initial sue of 




hKidf 


OutMiK; 




Iti^ulc 


Ont^idt: 


lar^t^t pldcc 


loUl 


iiiLor}x>ralCil 


tnci>r|H>raicd 


roiji 


tncorporatc^l 


invor|>o rated 






places 






place^^ 


plaL-c*^ 


Li^ tlun 50 imlc$ 








% 
















fromj central city 














Tout 


II 


15 


7 


13 


11 


15 


10.000 or more > 


17 


17 


l» 


15 


10 


21 


2.500 9,999 


6 


14 


1 


H 


13 


10 


L(iss tlian 2,500 




9 


-3 


9 


14 


7 


50-99 m-Icsfroma 














central city 














Total 


3 


13 


-4 


6 


W 


3 


10.000 or more . ^ . 


13 


17 


7 


1 1 


II 


II 


2^00-9.999 


-3 


R 


■10 


1 


, H 


-% 


Ix^ lluo 2,500 


■7 


3 


■10 




7 


■2 


100 miles or more 














from a central city 














Total 


H 


IS 


I 


5 


fj 


1 


10.000 or inore > 


21 


23 


18 


10 


II 


*) 


3*500-9,999 ... 


1 


10 


■7 




s 


-4 


Uss tlian 2^00 






^t3 


,2 


1 


4 



to 



II 



J 



Table 7 sIki\\s that (lie in^,rcjsc 111 gr^>wth uf 
snuller centers In ruMl <.oiMiliCb ib not liniiicti \o die 

2,500 greu maic upiJI) 111 llic I^OO's tlun in llic 
1950'^ in all ihrcc disCuncc <.jCt;|i*jrics. 

The number of <.iKintics lu s^kuc JibUikt; bjtiJs is 
very small in parlicuhr regions and divisions. For 



cxaniplCf must ^,\^iiniics more (h;m 100 miles from a 
luclry cciuml dl> arc in Ihc North CcntraLaii(U 
Mauntjm States, b<it altiiost none arc in die NurlhcF^it. 
Similail), bc\,"jnsc yf larger ^--ounl) si/.cs, there are very, 
fe^ counties less llian 50 miles rr\iiii a cendat city in the 
West. Fur this reason, we have not reported a distance 
b> size uf targebt pla^,c tlassificati^jn separately for 
regions or divisions. 



The interstate Hi^liwny System nnd Popiilntioii Growth 



Development, pjitKularl) in rural areas, reijuiies 
aJequate traii!^ptKtJiJt>ii lo praviJe linkages vMth alher 
:^:^icnls \y( llie e<.anom>. Mjn> have argued llut Km 
micT^tjte highway s>btem ^.aii have impurljnt p«jsitive 
v«jiibei.|nen^,eb far |x»}Hiiatioii .iiKf c<.atumuv ^«j\vt]i {20, 
tjkc advantage oi bUvli an cricvl. <.oni>tnKtian yf 
new Jiigjiwa}^ lu vonjplemenl ihc mierbtate ^>^teni ]ja^ 
been an explKil pajt t>r iIia development prugmn \\\ 
Appaladiia {17, .?)■ We wynlJ expect i^ro^vth of nun- 
nielrv^ ^,ities and t«jvttib t^J he abbo^,ulcd witli proximity 
to tnterstate hiciliways. 

T«j iDeosDre thib pv^bbtble abb<^^,iati«jn. nanmeltu 
tie^ were ^.las^tficd . tibin^ the l9t>5 Rami MiXaUv RoaJ 
Alias, as to whc'thor «jr not lhe> ^.ontained i>eginents tjf 
mteibtale bighwjy at tlnj midpuint yf the l%0-70 
decade. NJuch of the system wus incomplete in 1065 so 
<.«jumies were m^^luded (jnl> il" the ruad was fmi^hed 
more than «jne-lijlf of the length of the uHini) . and was 
^,onne^,ted with a snbi^taiuiat mier^,oimt> bcgment. 



The popubttun inside and outside iikorporated 
venters is ^.lasstfied in table S b> whether ui ntjt the 
voant> af lo^,afi«jn had an interstate in 1965 and by si/.e 
ul largest pta^.e in the ^,\Kint} . Be^,ause onl> 301 counties 
weie ^.labbificd ai> liavmg an interstate highua> « and those 
were unevenly dtstrEbutcd over the couiitt>. the United 
States uab divided in\\} sauth jiid jtoriSuiith be^me^rts' 
nibtead uf the iibual regions and divibioiu- For the whole 
United States, the South, and the balance of lhe 
u^untry. we i^-e tliat the total iioiuuetra {Xif^Iation grew 
»l least twice »s ra|7rdly in anintiei on the inlcrst:Ue as- 
111 othci ^,<7untics. But. by si/e af laii;est ^.omhiunity, this 
differon\,e IS Miincwhat lesb for \,ounties largest 
pWe over 10,000. indii^ating that the effect of the 
interstate may be moic ini|>ort.int foi inoic ruial 
counties. 

hisiile iiKor|H)rated j^la^^cs there is hitic difference In 
gro^i by wliether a ^,ounty h on or ol'f the interstate 
(xH counties with largest pla^e ovei 10*000. Observed 



Tabic of po|Hitonon in and out of nunmetroincot|>ora1cd places* on anit off an interstate liigliway anit 

initial si/e of largest plac&in county. United 5raies« Soittlit and nonSouIlK 1950*60 and 1960*70 



Initial ^izeor 
largest place in couiuy 


1950-60 


1960^70 


Tout 


Inside 
int-orpoMied 
places 


OuisLde 
incor|K>raiod 
i>laees 


To 1^1 


blSHlC 

ineoF|K>raicd 
■ pbees 


Oiitsidr 
incor|>oratcd 
plaees ^ 




On 


Off 


On 


Off 


Oji 


Off 


On 


Off 


On 


Off 


On 


or 




hii;n- 


hijili- 


Iji^b- 


hitii- 


lijgl^- 


lii^li^ 


lii^i- 


llifh- 




hijlK 


high- 


high- 






way 




way 


^^^av 


way 


u-ay 


way 


way 


way 


way 


way 














Percent 












United Slaios^ 


























Total 


12 


5 . 


15 


14 


10 




13 


7 


10 


10 


t5 


4 


10.000 or more . . 


IS 


15 16 


19 


17 


10 


14 


12 


10 


M 


19 


12 


2300-9.999 


4 


■1 12 


10 


■1 


-« 


10 


3 


10 


S 


10 




t^ss [tun 2.500 




■6 


9 


3 


4 


■9 


8 


1 


n 


6 


6 




Soutli 


























Total 


16 


8 


12 


M 


2l 


4 


12 


7 


8 


B 


17 


7 


10.000 Of more 


20 


16 


13 


16 


30 


15 


14 


13 


y 






14 




7 


3 


9 


7 


5 




8 


3 


6 








Im tlian 2,500 


.2 


4 


4 






-(y 




1 


3 




.3 


1 


NonsoMth 


























Totil 


7 


2 


22 


19 


-2 


■8 


13 


6 


14 


12 


13 


t 


10.000 or oJore 


13 


U 


24 


25 




3 


14 


11 


13 


12 


.15^ 


' 9 


2^00-9.999 


1 


4 


J7 


14 


b 


■t2 


12 


4 


16 


12 » 


10 


■2 


U^s tlun 2.500 




-B 


13 


6 


■5 


-M 


12 


1 


18 


U 


10 


,2 



er|c 



cliricrcticos, iiioroovcr* iienerally fyvor |)l;iccs in t<niiUios 
not liLivinf* interstaio highways. Note i)uil in this 
amilysis, ii is the coutily m\ not the [ibce thai hjs the 
hilerslaie. hi an earlier study, pkiccs over 10.000 were 
classcit accorJinj; to whetlier or iioi the> worover^ near 
such a highway; a slight i;>osilivc associalioti withgrowili 
wus'found (/J?). In the present work with connty iiiUtSt 
most of the growili effect is found (uiisule jncor|;>orated 
places where theie arc dtlleiences for ntost si/o of largest 
plaee gronpings lor hotli decades, In the more rural 
counties thronghout the Nation, sni:ill centors also share 
hi tlic aggregate growtk 

ir one compares the population inside and oiitsiile 
incorporated centers, as was done in the preceding 
section, a conclusion Is that decent rali/,at ion around 
cities over 10,000 U largely a plienomenon of the 
interstate highway counties. In the United Slates and the 
South in the 1050's, growth outside hK'or|x>rattd jttaces 
was larger tluii that inside for counties ^vith largest place 
' over 10,000 on the interstate. But. the reverse was true 
for counties off the iutersiale. In the l*)60's, the giowih 
advantage for population outside iiKorjiorated Centers 
was larger on the interstate than oiT for the United 
States and the Smith, well as outside the Souih. Note 
the rates of growth iniiide incorporated places declincfl 
in the I960's coin[»ared to the MJ50's for counties with 
largest^ place over 2,500, regardless of whethcT or m\ 
there w;is an interstate highway ni the aninty in PJ65. 

Ho\yevcr< general eoncUisti»ns about the gravvtli- 
indncing eflfect of interstate highways art gre:itl> modi- 



fied wJieti one exanitties data lor the I950's. The 
interstate highwjy program did not result in signifieant 
road ntde^ige until the late 1^50's.' Yet. we have found 
in most cases that the growth advantage of counties 
located on an niterstjte was sinuhir in both the 1050's 
and tiie 1%0's, Tins suggests that gri>wth diHcrenttals 
caiitu)! he viewed as solely an effect of the tnlersiate, 
but thai [>erliaps the reverse is true. That is, inlerstates 
kive been huilt jilong iiiujor traffic c^Kridors that 
correspf>nd with development aiifl [x>pulatum growth. 
Tlie tendency for h'igliway plannuig to lag. rather than 
lead, growth and <kvelopUKnt has also been uote<l in the 
press (^.^). 

Some evidence of ii chan^ie m growth processes over 
Unie IS obtained. Innvever> as u\ table 8 for counties 
outside the Sf)Uth with largest place over 10,000. The 
same tendency appears in table 9 wliere counties are 
grouped accoidiug U> distance ii> a metro center. (The 
small ntunber ofcounties in some cells makes it nnpossi^ 
ble ti> present this table for diHerent sections of the 
connUy.) In tlic l<)50\. eonniies that Iiad cities of more 
tlian 10.000 hi populatifin and that were more than 100 
inilcs from an SMSA central city were growing more 
rapidly both inside^unl^outside incor[>i>iated centers il 
tlio> were >if>t on an interstate than if they wae. In the 



^Ln I9bn. 7.4t)G niilL^\ ol Mic iiucislJtc s>\trin were vom- 
pt^Tu, nKhtdiutl li>ll rojJs Ihv rtukM^^: )iuri^*iM-\l to 18.300 ui 
l%5 Jihl 2K.6tiO III 1970 



Table 9-Change of population in and out of nonnictro incorporated places^ on and off an mtcr.staie htj*liway, si/e 
of l:trgcst pbce in conmy, and Jisiancc (lom a ntctn> ci;nnal cityn. 1950*60 and 1960*70 









195lHiO 






196070 








UiMdc 


OitMdc 








l)uisidt; 


l>isi jit^v initial 


totaJ 


incorporated 


incorporaic<] 




f otat 


itKorpoi.itcU 


niiorpo rated 


M/c of lai^i>^t pLkc 






plJCt^ 


'places 






plaLC^ 


phtci^s 




























m county 




























On 


Off 


On 


Oft 


On 


01 f 


On 


! Oif 


Oji 


otf 


On 


Off - 








hi{:b' 


\^^^\^^ 


Inph' 












Uiph- 


III (ill- 






ua\ 


\Vj> 


^^a^ 


ua\ 


way 


wa> 


j ^*i> 


\\a> 


wj\ 




\Va) 


\jc\\ lhan 50 milus 
























fronj a central cit) 


























loiiil 


Ui 


« 


17 


15 


|S 


H 


16 


1 E 


II 


11 


21 


1 \ 


lO.OOOor iiiorc . 


20 


14 


tH 


t6 


22 




Wi 


14 


n 


Ift 


2.^ 


20 


2.500^9.999 ... 


9 


5 


14 


14 


6 




15 


9 




13 


17 




IjCv^ lhan 2.500 . 




^1 


19 


« 






2\) 


7 


21 




20 


S 


50*99 links fwm a 


























ccnIraJ ctty 


























(oiul . . 


9 


2 


12 




6 




9 




9 


10 


10 


2 


10,0t)0*)rui<jrc 




12 


14 




17 


5 




II 


8 


12 


15 


10 


2.500^9.*l99 . 




■4 


9 


K 






6 




9 


^5 




-3 


1 LsMlun i,5fln 


-7 


7 


A 


} 


H) 


It) 






9 


7 


-3 


,2 


100 nnle^or more 


























from a central ciT) 


























lotal 


8 


>7 


14 


15 


1 


1 


Ml 


4 


II 


7 


8 




10.000 or iiKirc 


13 


i2 


16 


25 


H 


19 


14 


It) 


n 


1 1 


16 


« 


3.5no>9.9V9 . . 


2 




1 2 


10 


-5 




5 




9 


4 




-1 


less than 2,50r) 


0 


8 








'■12 


^5 


■^ 


'3 


J 


'6 


-1 



13 



JistJiKC Uom Ijrcc citio^. llwjc wj^ jKo jii iikfcjw^i 

Imviiij: inicisuic tii^JLVva>s v^iiL Uw^csi i^Ickc 2.500 la 
IO.000> htti iioi lor ^is'untK'^ \\itlj Lijc^i [Am uniJci 
2.500. 

In iMXU. itk lulasljlc lii^lnv.iv uppcti!^ la lij\c 4 



lumovcr. Mii^ 1^ Kmthl \n llic [^>50\ bclurc aiiJ Oaiin^: 
cjil> ^U^<'N \t\ mlcist4)lc i.oii^tiut,lu<:j .1^ well hi llic 

liun Jic v>ttcu vct> ohviuii^ ii\ ihc nujst ^jmuI tuvcL 

:nKilytic:it iccliiiiiiuo!^ hcfoic more iioimilivc ctmchisioii^ 
^.aii he Ku^hcJ t,oii^citimi: ihc ctYc^i ol tlu^ ^'<iii4)hlc 
itrowili ol nuiinieiro towns. 



Ainic\:ition ;nul Growtli 



Citir^s u^tiivv 111 |H»|nj|.ilLojL inti uiilv h> UWim ni tht,Lt 
tciiii<>ry bni aU) hv .iditiMu tu ihoir coiporato Inmts 
iliMHi^h uniKxaiKin. This aU^lb 10 tlic compieMtv ol ilic 
sluJ> or ^nnvth. hn 411110VLI1011 is n Ic^pl puvccss ;tiul 
CHICS ifilki ni ihc c\Eciii k» winch ihey jrc jhic to 
:imicx hcciittsv' ot vjii:n(ons in Sijlc liivv :nHl oppotln> 
utt>. As a consct|nejict\ ilictc is tiot uKvuvs d clt>sc 
wjircsp^mJctKC hclwccn ili\^ lhit;kl> sCtJkJ icintoiv ot 
J cii> in \\k ^c<ij:iap[iic sense and ihe iorriioi> ciKonr 
passcO b> i]ic mninci[\il hnnis. 

Tins Joes not incaii (h.it £:nAvlh Jtic lo ;innc\jtn»n i^^ 
"spnrions'aikl l>c clnninaicJ Innii ^onsiMatlon. 

Ii nsnnlly reflects tjicnuino srrowih with ic:il ct*nsc^|iicnLes 
loi the lunt^nonnij ^oniniunitv. But n is nnpttnaiit to 
know the c.xiciii lo whkh i^{;kse^ved ^nnvth is due lo 
jniie\.itjoii atui to klcnti1> aie.i^ vvhcic ann^^xatton is 
cnhcr highly prcvakiit 01 vcr> inhcqnetii. Doccmt jh/;t' 
itoii. nieasiirai h> t^oniparni': i:ro\^*th in aiut oxn ot 
nic^iporateJ centers. jIso is attccicJ h\ aiiiie\aiLon 
l^^s^ibthliesaiiJ jconnphslnncnts. 

Ik^lnnni^ wnh the t,t;nsns. n is povuhlc to 

oht.int the i^ujictn |i<>|>ul4niou \^nliiri vvhut vvjs ihc 
nKor|K>rjleJ IniHt^ ot an ^^ihan jiLi^^e M tlie unk <>( 
pfet,eJnvj ceiistis. I'sniti ihese JjIj. oiie niay Jetemitne. 
loi iionnieir^> nKoj|X)i4iteJ ^em^rs o\ei 2.500. whellici 
Kti not an anne\.nh)n \>\ tciiiti»i v iK^^nricil \\IikIi 
invuKes }V)p^i]ath>n J^\1^l wLat the inj^vitt^nkc ol annex<i 
tion vvds III popLihtioii i:nA\th iAei h'^^O-U) .md 

rK>o*7o. 

Tahk 10 *;)\es Jiic fJcKcnJ ul i^I.kc^ tnjnesj^;,' i>uj 
hoih ile^^.iUe^ b\ niiti.tl smc ti^i ilie re^i^>iis iit Hi^; 
t,onjiir>. The striking JiUeien^e in tins tahle isliej\\n,ii 
ihe Nojihcasi and the otlier re^unis. ()jlI> on^ ^jiujkj ol 
ihe plj4^es nl llie Noilhi'^isl aiMLe\eiI over ^.k^U lUxaiU' 
whereas iwet Ivvo-thnjs nt tin' c^:nteis lui^aKJ jri other 
ft'^iioni Jul so. Anioiii: tiit, nlht,! j ;eujns. tht' \\e^t stio^s 
the Indiesi pn>|Kiilii>n of pla^^cs anneMiip. ijv^i M) 
per^^eiJl Jotnj; so m hoih l*J50'f»0. ami \^H^U^^O. In 
^eneial. Iari:er pja^es aie moie likilv li^ aniK \ ^^ltlllhe 
e\t,epti^^n ol ihe Suithcdsi. pcuent m Lhi^r^ 
pla«.es III si/e jjiotips o\ci 10.000 anikx^d i»^vi l^oili 
Je^aOcs. OiitstJc llie N^iithcusi then. anii^\.LtUMi it .1 
4^»nnniiin means kt^pjn^ |^»pulatji»n e\[>ansLO|i tvitUni 
'^iniiKipat Innjts. iMH^ulail) hii lar^ci ni>fn»Ktui ^itji <. 
h^^^eneral. ni iIk I%0\. ihc raie ol 4iJne\atji>n w.i^ at 



labtc in Pcrvein uf nuiinciio plaice aimi>\iiigb> inliial t-trQ. 
Uniic^J Si3lesaii(l feglon^i. 1950-60 attti 1960-70 
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the vniie )e\el 01 sli^lttK Inuliei than in the I^^^O's. 
riuA^. iIk' hnvci iMlional levels oJ |>ti|m]aiuin ^jowth ni 
^nuU 4^itjes ni the ni^ne uxenl Jct^a^U' ^^ei<; n^l Jue lo 
(ailnie 10 anne\ snhntln 

The inipoitaiKC ul antK^\ati4fft ji'a |i<^pLilatiiJii ^liJWlli 
IS nhlkalCi) tn llie tnst two t,olLLniiis ol tahle It. Tliese 
Ksutl^ ^hovv i^kailv lli.j|j^ino^t L:iiAMh o( nrl^ni plaices iv 

a^^ot^ialeJ with .innexaiio u! tli.Lt the nnixjilaikc i'l 

aniie\alion lo ^lowtfi ha^ n^i easeJ. Tlins. US perceiil ot 
Jjjc {>t)f?ntalion ^lowih i>f nihan jJkojfi^f.jk'J j>kKes i>\ci 
r)'^U-O0 wav III lanlorv auncxe^i to these t,Ltics altei 
l^'^O. I hjs was tuie oJ HO jKrt,cn1 ol the ^tovvtli i»vei 
P>()l>-rO- Just as l.u^^'i [^Lkcs aK niort' llk^lv n> .inne\- 
iht, jin^poMum ol jiiiwih Jiie lu jiinexation itKreascs 
wnh sj/c ot phKC In j.n.t. lor pl.it,es o\i.i 2^^.000. the 
M)tiO-70 pto|hii luni IS 110^ uiJkaun^ <i population 
Je^^hnc arul lediKeJ ileiistu in the lul^ui teniiorv i^f 
r^fiO. 

( ohniins llnee. Unu, auJ tne 1 lahle 11 Lonip.ne 
Liniwih ot places annexing wnh iliuse not anncMn^r 
Places liol .inikMii:: hail \ei> lov^* r.iics ut ^uAvih. 
peieeni all h^^jieJhu in the |050\ .nnl I [VJeeni in ihe 
r>oO^ Noti' ihat sjnalkj places iioi jnuexjui* haJ Indiei 
lat^s ol ^io\\tli fli.in ]a[L:ei on^.' l. ihe kvl i ol ilic nsuat 
|MileUi I his ^oiisistLut wnh iUl tfut s[iial) places 
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Table ll^Nonmetcopopuhtioft diange and annexattoft t^y inillaJ «tzCf 1950^0 and 1960-70 
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average fewer people per sc^uare mile iltan do larger 
plirees-and ihtis may Imve more room for growth wlllioul 
adding addiliomi ierruory, Ailhough the proportion of 
growllt due lo annexation was found lo be briber in lite 
1960's than in ihe i950*s, llie fourili column indicates 
lluit tile aggregate growlh of plaees annexli^g was less. 
Tills is illusiraled also by some summary flfsures. In alU 
during l he 1 950's, 1 ,440 nonmetro urban plaees 
annexed an average of K342 people eath. Over the 
1960*s, 1,701 places aanexeii an average of 1,186 
persons. 

This analysis has shown Ifuii annexation is an 



important aspect of population chatige. The absence ^f 
tiiuch annexation fn the Norlheast helps to explain the 
low rates of city growth and the sirong indication of 
decent ra I f/jit ion in that region. Many of the North- 
eastern towns are simply full. Their growth ean only 
occur oulsi<]e the corporate limits. In the reinahider of 
llic conniry, annexation Is widely prevalent and most 
(up to 90 pereeni) of llie popul^ttion growth of places ts 
in terrftory newly acquired during ihe decade. Although 
nonmetro cities showed lower rates of growth in ihe 
1960*s ihan the I950'si the coniribuiioii of annexiilion 
to this growth increased in importance. 



Trend Implications Since 1970 



Reliable figures on the population of towns are 
obtained only every 10 yetirs in the census of popular 
lion. Current dala Indicative of poptilatfon change arc 
not available for towns in the same manner as for 
counties. However^ for larger tionmetro plaeeSv the 
Bureau of the Census prepares estimales thai afmusi 
certain*/ give a reasonable piclure of p(ist'l970 trends. 
Tliese figures show lliat nonmelro places of 10^000 or 
more people in April 1970 grew by an average of 2.6 
percent from 1970 to 1973* using cur^nt metro-non- 
metro definitions On llie olher hand, ihe rest of the 
nonmetro populalioii in plaees of less ihan lOfOOO 
people and in ihe open eountry-grcw by an average of 
4.9 percent. TliuSi the Irend ol decentrali/^ition and 
dispersal of Ifie nonmetro |)opultillon into smaller places 
and open eounlry I hat was foresliadowed in ihe 1960-70 
dala has coniinued lo the point that th^ major nonmelro 
trrbaii centers are no longer increasii^ in |>opulatton 
faster than ihe rest of the nonmetro sector. Tliis is <|uite 
contrary lo the patlern of etirlier decades. 

There is ti growing amilugy between jhe ixtttern of 
change in nonmetro cities and lliat in Ihe metro areas. 
Like their larger metro counter|Tarts, the nonmelro cilics 
of lOtOOO or more people continue to serve as primary 



employmenK tradci and service centers for their hmter- 
bnds. Howeverv residential populalion increase williin 
ihese places is reduced from ils former rate, while 
siiuller plaees and open country aretis^asa elass^showa 
revival of population increase whether ihey are satellilrc 
to the la.ger towns or basrc^jlly independent of them. 

The extern to whicfi this trend will continue ts 
uncertain* as are its ramifications. The Northeastein 
Slates liave for a number of years seen a trend for 
greater population growth outside of incorporated pbces 
liian wilhin thent, Bui ihe functions of local noninnnici- 
pal unils in this region are sirong. such as the New 
England *'towns." The stress on provision of services m 
other regions where ihere is no effeciive stibconniy unit 
of governmeiU may be different. In any events it is clear 
from Ihe pallerns of town growlh in llie I950*s and 
|960's> and the furiher iiinecli<m of Ihese trends evideni 
from our skimpy bul revealing dala since I970i thai 
nonmetro towns are not vanishing into insignificance as 
a residential classv but may now be ceasing to ac<|utre 
further increase at the expense of the countryside. Tlie 
picture of population disiribulton ni rural and small 
town America isaiiyt{iiii»^ hut static. 
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